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t^PBT; ’-ft-i r r jj Rr re r ft - 


<snflrpt*|sn^*i 

(3%tj99r) 

19 9119ft, 1998 

39919 % %% ft 9T34ft*ft -#9 ^ 99911 

ft. 26/1/97-H^il:—ftuft ftftft ftft fft, ft ftftlT ftfftp (ftftftH) 39fftfft99, 1995 WT ft%T 

ftfftft ( sH 9ft 7 T5f 79ft '-^ MM-991 Wli-lftift 99 f^nU^I 99T $% f99fi u l) Pi t i*ii a iC'fl, 1995 % 

fftf%S 9Tfft9JTft (%ft 3Tlft 9Tfft9>Tft W 9JTT79T) ftl 91R 9lf^9H 9191 9ft t iftraft ft% ^T-19lft TJ|tl' I 9 ft ftfeff 
ft-JuR'-Acit}® % 4ii r l 99 3-1 K*l4 199191 *191 $ 3ftl HlA-iO^ft 4ii-q 957% 9*9 'HK'u'iMt c-vllft 99 9 991 'f' I 

1. tWRET ’ft-^l 9lfft99 ft ftftffttf 43919 #9 9H9[(ft 9’ u Kr»9 fpTF 9T W ft ftqffto'STfeif will ftftllf%'$ll!'S 

(faft 3% ftt ftt ftt W ^TT99T) 11 

ftfftf ^R?TtTt ft"9[f%913£ 9ft #n TJJW ftfftl? Slfftftm fti ftftff ^97 99-ft% ft. 291300 % 399% 9%J>ft %9I 99T 
t I 99%, 99 9»fk<“t %99T WlPW t 3% fthj91 9W % fto? ftfiftt ftt ?9 ft' 9Tt99>lft %f 11 

2. fftftft: 9rfft9)l9>flf ft 9191 fftr91 t % 9f ftftf% 91$ % 3ftft9971 919 99 39 99 9/ 1 I 9 l fft9i l «hnf ft W t % 9119 

ft 99 99J3Tf 9ft 7% 9141991 97«%9T f 3% 999ft fft*% t/$9 9993 ft: 

81991 (ftt.29) 

9Tf^999T9f 420 

ft) 111 %fft9>99 30 

ftftft 30 


' 9% 999.71 [ ft 9f9T ftp91 ft % 99 9119 -ft* ftftM % -9%9%1 919 99 491199) ft ftfa 99 9%J > 9%T-9ft aftl ft 

9%£9 9191 99ft 9ft fftqfft ft* ft ! 

3. 9Nf%"%1: %5I9T 9% ft’ %T -9991(0 9911^9 9I%9 11 
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, 4. TETETTEpf: - qi ftpfiTOrrf Y W fapl t SRI JfMlfnH Ttq Tct RI^ ff NiqiRlfl ^q% 

^ii tst ^ fYqffto RTgaff 3 f i qifgqrrqrqf £nr qqrfYq qq^ faqqT % srqpfq hr qRqpft wr ff srraiffa 

qqgqft' % ^ptr Rpft ht t*Y # 1 

5. dP4q TT5SIT slY^I Hlf^M: 

(oF) tpT: qifaqqW ^ #1 TORt WF? iff % ; 4pr^ % 3TPTR 47 P FUR RlPf 'frl PHI Rr-'ll 

11 

RR qqiiFft qw*i Tf aMRt % Rwr-R 3' qqfqr rt^t fj 

(73) 

qrqpft % *rrra R ftpq^ qrqraT % anqiwqf rh qqgq Rr f f^ipT^' 103.2 pqR ( 1995 - 96 ), 1 14.83 ftY 
(1996-97) afh 113.78 PtY (1997-98) TfiT RrOI. qY qfap qRp qqf%4 tfKft f I q i faqqqiTlf Y RTST 
qR SPH UHR) Tt RiiYI'jH =FT qiqi RrqT ^ I 

3 ft qft ’ft qft f¥rfa qfhrq % rri Yf qqq^TeqT qqfRi pm $ i 
(q) ’NnfeTrqT^rftrqTTiTt, rmi'h Tjjp-f affr fqqfq qftqq qq Rhr qFRft Twq t^Rpi qif%q’Tjqqqpftqrqf rftffFI 

3#PF f I . f, ■ 

W to % itktr gqrqr qqfqr 7F^ f fRRR 7>mpY fqqRPTtq qmq qq qrqpq 2 m qfl'qq ft qqqY wqr 

t RlR qftqq HP qR7T Yf ^TOI Rqfa RfTT qqi t RwY qsPT-TJHqT ’R RhcTI $ fR Rfa Hqqiqt T'RD’T % PpqRqY £RT 
wfRr qrgan qrr im 'Rpr rt t?t 1 1 

6. 5RfrT: HR£,7TOtq Yt PTHf^m RfRq 3TTfSRF 7fY?PF ^-TTTPIPT, fWf, 4W ffcpqT, NTRAinR FTrf^'TfT^F sfrl 

^’ivtf^ W t'fRqY^rritqqft iw w%vw^^T4fRFnaRf feftr^rm^TTPw; 

% SRErnff % ’FTTH ^ ^ 11 

7. RTTTTt«ft ^rhsr Tfft TpidTET : 3R: qiftwrft ?qq Y?T % ^ % RT qfi ^ f^iRlfl HRf*TO TO pfft 

Rf^Pfr, ETT Tfm RHR ^ft W4ft»ft H1H ^ -SFPt t I 

8. Rlf'TFr RTR % R’fPlpTPf RTR-3TSfftT 1 a^eT, 1996 ^ 30^4, 1997 ( 15 41?) W*f)t t I 

9. ^BRT 4il Utgdl*♦»<®I: TT^HT Hi*t RtY '^TT R4RTgt <i' j ki' x h % £8^7 mPPT ^ ai 1 H 10<hY qit aPrFI ^ fiiST 

HTTFtt -sfYp fH’srfftTT fM^r 7 ^ ^pthtt hcit <3th% IYt^tp 'Prf^cs: '5nftT®RTTt, tPwi tTiippi, W4Yt*ft tfft, 

Wl, M ft^ft-110 oil ’FtlJ^qiY l^3T^T^41^ ^ T fHiW%7RR-PtRT%%RfWf7q3m'^'T4f^trfft?t 
Hfr ^ PTHffeET amt 7J54T ^ R^ft f I 

10. PTRRT-TfF*TT: RlfRFT WR ^ FN1YRT ^ »ft 7JR4T fet^RT wft 41^5 Rf RTfTiFRf % 3P^m Tft T7 W 
3fftEjH4i % -y<6ivM 4fit ■ftrf^f ff HRfki ftgf % 'ftn ^ 1 wg,, w f^prfwf aftr armiwt', fYrf hppt ^ qx ^ hi t% t, 
qft HPfq ^ ^ qq; qq qY ^ hthHt flpff % *ffaq q^ Tpqqi ^ Rirt qrq^qqr % 1 

11 . (YilYiHwrf^rff^oT:-prqq 6 (7)qYwf%3T5qnqY^^^’Fqr^iii^^riq.ffiftwqTTfqYti8H’FT 
TWift i tqroY 3 th qiftrY wr qq^t'f^ ■qreqf % apfrqqtq qrqmH ^tft 1 1 

, 12 . qft qft^ qr^f q^nY ^ qqi qr<?fr t 3 t«rt 3pq«TT qqgqn arqfV ^ aqrq^q^ t£srt qq^pq qi^f qn# t 3r*mr 
Tjqqr Y' - qi^Riqi pq £ ■srsqq ^ppft t, qt ^ft fwfY qTfqqqft qra ww qeqf % arTtm; qq arqY f%w^ ’pf qr 
wn t qk %qr qq^K qit q«ftfR4 Mt' qq qqpr 1 1 


Tt% fwt fTT, qifq^rft 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Initiation Notification) 

New Delhi, the 19th February, 1998 

Subject: Initiation of anti dumping investigation concerning import of Ortho Chloro Benzaldehyde from China 
PR 

No. 26/1/97-ADD. —M/s Bcn/.o Petro International Ltd. has filed a petition in accordance with the Customs 
Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 before the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to 
as the Authority) alleging dumping of Ortho Chloro Benzaldehyde from the People's Republic of,China (referred to as 
China PR hereinafter) and requested for anti dumping investigations and levy of anti dumping duties. 

1. Product Involved: The product involved in the present petition is Ortho Chloro Benzaldehyde (referred 
to as OCB also hereinafter) originating in or exported from China PR. 

Ortho Chloro Benzaldehyde is classified under custom sub-heading No. 291300 of the Customs Tariff 
Act. The classification is, however indicative only and in no way binding on the present investigations. 

2. Standing: The petitioner has claimed that it is the majority producer of the subject goods. The petitioner 
has stated that there are three companies producing these goods in India and the position is as under : 

Capacity(MT) 

The petitioner 420 

Sonar Chemicals 30 

Benzo Chemicals Industries 30 

The petitioner has claimed that it is the majority producer of OCB in India and, therefore, satisfy the 
standing to file the present petition, on behalf of the domestic industry. 

3. Country(ies) involved: The country involved in the present investigation is China PR. 

4. Like Goods: The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by it are like articles to the goods ex¬ 
ported, originating in or exported from China PR. Goods produced by the petitioner arc being treated as 
like articles to the goods exported from China PR within the meaning of the Rules. 

5. Dumping and Dumping Margin: 

a. Normal value: The petitioner has claimed normal value based on the constructed value of OCB in 
China PR. 

There is sufficient prime facie evidence with regard to normal value of OCB in China PR. 

b. Export Price: The company has furnished importer-wise details of imports made in India, which shows 
an average per kg, price of Rs. 103,2(1995-96), 114.83 (1996-97) and 113.78 (1997-98). The petitioner 
has claimed adjustment on account of ocean freight and other charges. 

There is sufficient prime facie evidence with regard to export price of OCB. 

c. Considering the normal value and export price as detailed above, the dumping margin is significantly 
higher than the de-minimus limits. 

There is sufficient prima facie evidence that the normal value of the product under consideration in 
China PR is significantly higher than the price at which it has been exported to India, indicating, prime 
facie, that the subject goods are being dumped by the exporters from China PR. 

6. Injury: The various economic indicators relating to domestic industry such as production, sales, market 
share, profit/loss etc. collectively and cumulatively, prima facie, indicate that the domestic industry has 
suffered injury. There is sufficient prime facie evidence that the imports of the product under consider¬ 
ation have caused injury to the domestic industry. 

7. Initiation of Anti-Dumping Investigation: The Authority, therefore, initiates anti-dumping investiga¬ 
tions into the existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods originating in or 
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exported from the said country. 

8. Period of investigation; The period of investigation for the purpose of the present investigations is 1st 
April, 1996 to 30th June, 1997 (15 months). 

9. Submission of Information: The exporters in China PR and the importers in India known to be concerned 
are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and to 
make their views known to.the Designated Authority, Ministry of Commerce, Anti Dumping Division, 
Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi-110 Oil. Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to 
the investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below, 

i 

10. Time Limit: Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing so as to reach 
the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the date of publication pf this 
notification, The known exporters and importers, who are being addressed separately, are, however, re¬ 
quired to submit the information within forty days from the date of letter addressed to them separately. 

11 . Inspection of Public File: In terms of Rule 6 (7), any interested party may inspect the public file contain¬ 
ing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

12. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary information 
within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may record its 
findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Govern¬ 
ment as deemed fit. 


RATHI VINAY JHA, Designated Authority 


Pointed by the Manager, Govt of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064, 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-1 10054— 1998 


